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REMARKS 

In the Office Action the Examiner indicated that Claims 6, 7, 9 and 11-16 are 
withdrawn from consideration in view of Applicant's election associated with Specie A. 
However, Applicant would like to point out that such election was only a provisional election 
should there be no generic claim be allowable. In this regard, Claims 1 and 17 are generic as 
acknowledged by the Examiner. As discussed in detail below, Applicant believes that 
generic Claims 1 and 17 are allowable (as amended by the Response to Office Action), and 
therefore all dependent claims thereon are allowable as well. In such event, Applicant 
submits it would be improper to maintain any withdrawn status of dependent Claims 6, 7, 9 
and 11-16. 

Further in the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 1-5, 10, and 17-19 under 
35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by Japanese Patent No. JP 3-79486 to Takagi. In 
addition, Claim 8 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Takagi reference in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,186,282 to Juan. 

By this Response to Office Action, Applicant has amended independent Claims 1 and 
17 in order to more particularly point out and distinctly claim aspects of the invention. 
Specifically, the each of the two main brake cable segments is required to be disposed between a 
respective main attachment portion and the rear brake lever . 

It is contemplated that the recited dual cable force balancing mechanism may be used 
with a bicycle having a cable detangler for allowing handlebars of the bicycle to freely rotate, 
(see page 3, para. 6) The dual cable force balancing mechanism may be installed with the 
main brake cable segments connected to the cable detangler. The present invention 
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recognizes that unequal tension in the main brake cable segments is a significant underlying 
cause of the cable flop phenomenon associated with the cable detangler when the handlebars 
are fully rotated. Such unequal tension may be a result of relative unequal lengths of the 
main brake cable segments that may result from loose manufacturing tolerances, improper 
installation, and defects in and wear of the various brake assembly components. The pivot 
member allows for the dual cable force balancing mechanism to "actively" compensate or 
adjust for unequal lengths of the main brake cable segments during rotation of the handlebars 
of the bicycle. This allows for the transmission of force between the dual cable force 
balancing mechanism and the cable detangler substantially equally through the two main 
brake cable segments to mitigate the cable flop phenomenon. 

As Claims 1 and 17 now require, the each of the two main brake cable segments is 
disposed between a respective main attachment portion and the rear brake lever . In this regard, 
both main brake cable segments transmit load from the rear brake lever. 

In contrast, the Takagi reference is not intended to be utilized by dual main brake 
cables. The Takagi reference teaches use of a single main brake cable that is looped about a 
fastener (denoted 19). The single main brake cable includes two segments (denoted 20c and 
21c). As seen in Figures 2 and 4, the brake cable segment 21c is shown to extend to the right 
and would presumably connect to a rear brake lever. The brake cable segment 20c continues 
from the brake cable segment 21c and is clamped down with a fastener 20b. The brake cable 
segment 20c is not disposed between the rear brake lever and the fastener 19, and would not 
be considered to be a "main" brake cable segment. As such, the Takagi reference fails to 
teach or suggest use of two main cable segments that are each disposed between a respective 
main attachment portion and the rear brake lever , as is required by the newly amended Claims 1 
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and 17. Applicant respectfully submits that Claims 1 and 17, and all of their respective 
dependent claims are in a condition for allowance. 

Applicant acknowledges receipt of the prior art made of record and not relied upon, 
but considered by the Office Action to be pertinent to Applicant's disclosure. It is 
Applicant's belief that the cited art, either alone or in combination, does not anticipate, 
suggest, or make obvious the instantly claimed invention. 

Should the Examiner have any suggestions for expediting allowance of the 
application, the Examiner is invited to contact Applicant's representative at the telephone 
number listed below. Should any additional fees be due please charge Deposit Account No. 


19-4330. 


Respectfully submitted, 



By: 



Eric L. Tanezaki ' 
Registration No. 40,196 
STETINA BRUNDA GARRED & BRUCKER 
75 Enterprise, Suite 250 
Aliso Viejo, California 92656 
Telephone: (949) 855-1246 
Fax: (949) 855-6371 
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